that the District is actively involved in the subregional study
and is uncertain regarding future manner of treatment and dis-
charge location. It furthef appears from the record that the
Regional Board shellfish policy should be implemented in future
requirements if the point of discharge is to a shellfish area.
The téntative order waé specifically modified to include the
present language at the public hearing in an attempt to accommo-
date the District. |

Water Code Section 13381 provides that requirements may
be modified for cause. Based upon the above factors, we find
that Provision D.6 is appropriate and certainly does not specify
design, location, type of construction or manner of compli-
ance.

The District's argument in its letter dated October 27,
1975, that the subsequently adopted Basin Plan prohibiticn of
wastewater discharge to Richardson Bay further specifies manner

of compliance is unfounded. This prohibition was duly adopted

and approved as provided by law. (See Water Code Section 13243).

5. Contention

The above provision D.6 of Order No. 74-208 precludes
the District from compliance with prohibition C.1 which prohibits
discharge within 200 feet offshore.

Discussion and Findings

Prohibition C.1 provides as follows:

"Discharge within 200 feet offshore from the extreme
low water line is prohibited."
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A review of the record and the District's comments fails to

reveal the logic of the District's contention. Provision D.6

. and Prohibition C.1 are consistent. The District has been

granted a period of time to choose among the available discharge
alternatives and has been given some indication of applicable
standards. The record does not show a lack of water quality
problems, but to the contrary, indicates many problems to be
resolved in the future. We find this contention to be without
merit.

CONCLUSIONS

After review of the record, and consideration of all
the contentions of the petitioner and for the reasons discussed
in this order, the State Board concludes that the action of the
Regional Board in adopting Order No. 74-208 was appropriate and
proper.

NOW THEREFORE IT IS ORDERED that the petition for
review of Order No. 74-208 is denied.

Dated: March 18, 1976

/S/ W, W, Adams

. Adams, Chairman

/s/ W. Don Maugchan

W. Don Maughan, Vice Chairman

/s/ Rovy E. Dodson

Roy k. Dodson, Member

/s/ Jean Auer

Jean Auer, Member
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